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Warren Commission records because seas of them are withheld from research. ! 

— — 

In his letter' of March 13, he. says concerning the name files for David 

Ferric, "I therefore wrote you that they are gutted, that they do not 

contain the documents not withheld and also contain no record of what is 

withheld".,. Some of the ., name files of the Commission, including those- 

for Ferrie,- do not .contain all possible material concerning the names 

involved. We have not placed statements in the name files J concerning 

the records withheld- because this would involve much additional work. 

and we .have always done, too much work, on these records. 

. ; I think this .letter from Weisberg should not be 'answered. As long 

as we continue to furnish information and explanations to him on demand. 

he will continue to demand them, thus prolonging . the endless, time-wasting 

correspondence with b-lm. Regardless of, any answer we give him, he 

will continue to harp on the Ferrie theme, for he is the one who is "hung 

up" on Ferrie. Because of, hid attitude any time, the records or informa- 

tion we furnish him are incomplete, I would- certainly not want to, furnish 

him a list of records relating to Ferrie without making a thorough examina- 

tion of the records for any possible material relating to Ferrie. This 

would take an inordinate amount of time which could be better spent on 

other work. It would also encourage him to make other demands for time- 

consuming work. 


*- 

, _r r MARION M. JOHHSOK 

HHD 


n .it" - -' c- * 


j*. . 


I 

iSY 




*Y * 
( . 


KS?' 


GSA aug 67 6702 











will continue to harp on the Ferric theme, for he ir> the one who ia "hung 

: ...... v .... 
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MJ MSE ^June 11, 1970. Welsberg las used the word "gutted" concerning all the 

Warren Commission records because some of them are withheld from research. 
In his letter of March 13, he says concerning the name files for David 
dearie, "I therefore wrote you that they are gutted, that they do not 
contain the documents not withheld and also contain no record of what Is 
withheld". Some of the name files of the Commission, including those 
for Ferric, do not contain all possible material concerning the names 
involved. We have not placed statements in the name files concerning 
the records withheld 'because this would Involve much additional work, 
and we have always done too much work on these records. 

I think this letter fro® Welsberg should not be answered. As long 
sis we continue to furnish information and explanations to him on demand, 

^ .. Jatt Will .continue to demand tha% thus- prolonging the endless, time-wasting 

correspondence with him. ' Begardlsa®- of any answer we give Mm, be ' - 

will continue to harp on the Ferrie theme, for he is the one who is "hung 
up" on Ferrie. Because of his attitude any time the records or informa- 
tion we furnish hia are Incomplete, I would certainly not want to furnish 
him a list of records relating to Ferrie without making a thorough examina- 
tion of the records for any possible material relating to Ferrie . This 
would take an inordinate amount of time which could be better spent on 




other work. It would also encourage him to make other demands for tlne- 

.... consuming work. . „ Jf , . t „ . .. ...... ^ .. 
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" 15 " 70 ' 1 08, "' , Wlth M ” 1 » tb-t a tremendous amount of 

1 . — It w, to neat .ith . person u „. e Mj 

unfortunate that so much at.ff time h.s to be used for aucb 

thet .better „ should 

that otter agencies to, tut since .e have tte Warren Cohesion 
records In our care It puts us in a some,, hat different position, 

fchan other agencies. w e can » 

WS CaE be swre » however, that no matter 
what or how much we do m 

for him .. nan only expect more accusations 

and more demands. 

Welaberg t.s seen all of tt. unrestricted material relating t „ 
fe.no teat’s in tte name file end as Marlon Johnson says it isn’t 
' Feasible to examine ell of tt. otter record. „f the cession * P 
aty posBlbl^referenoes to feme, So fa r es tembered docket, sr. 

concerned *^are references in the files showing that documents 

aave been removed. There aw , , 

- ere are no such charge out references in the 

files for unnumbered document r 
.. -V, ' ■ .. : * • d ° we have lists of such material 

&e lists of restricted materials th*+ , 

thatwe hav « made available to 
searcher? concern only numbered documents t v, 
i aocuments. Johnson does not recall 

-however, of ever making any kind of n n + s» . ' 

S ^ ln . of list of documents realting to 

fern, available to Weieb.rg as stated in bis letter. 

If ™ reply to weisberg perhaps ve should state that „ t.ve 
-a available to him .11 of the restricted doeumett. relating to 

Ferrie of .tint ». have Kto.ledge. x thint h i. statement regarding 
gutted ’ files should be ignored. 





KN 6-15-70 (continued), perhaps for our own information we can come 
up with a rough estimate of the time involved in placing chnrges 
in the files for unnumbered documents that have been removed from 

the files and also discuss the consequences of Bodoing in dealing 

fen h esj- 

with problems that may arise with searches if they have this 
information available to them. 


MASK G. ECKHOFF 
Director, USD 
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